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of certain parts of the New Testament, and the removal of important 
texts out of their connection, will be regarded by many as arbitrary and 
fanciful. But the work as a whole is one of the most important and 
valuable extant contributions to the subject of eschatology. 

Milton S. Terry. 
Garrett Biblical Institute, 
Evanston, 111. 



General Introduction to the Old Testament. The Text. 
By William Henry Green, D.D., LL.D. New York : 
Charles Scribner's Sons, 1899. Pp. xv+190. $1.50. 

The first part of Dr. Green's Introduction, which treated of the 
canon, has been reviewed in a previous issue of this Journal. 1 Since 
that review was published the distinguished author has ceased from 
his labors, and has left a vacancy that cannot easily be filled. For 
more than a generation universal consent has accorded to him a fore- 
most place in the ranks of American Hebraists. To say that he was 
the ablest and most conspicuous champion of those views of the Old 
Testament which are sometimes characterized as traditional rather 
than critical, is only repeating what everybody knows. Able defenders 
of these conservative views still survive, but the man is not living who 
can don his armor or wield his sword. 

In this second and concluding part of his General Introduction 
Dr. Green deals with the text of the Old Testament. In eight chap- 
ters he discusses its external form ; the Semitic family of languages ; 
Hebrew letters and vowels ; Hebrew manuscripts ; versions, such as 
the Septuagint, the Targums, the Syriac Peshito, the Latin Vulgate, 
and the Samaritan Pentateuch ; then the history of the text ; and, 
finally, the criticism of the text. The discussion of the language and 
its relation to other forms of human speech leads to the conclusion 
that the unchangeable, pictorial, and indefinite character of a Semitic 
language adapted it in a very remarkable way to become the vehicle 
of that preliminary revelation of the Old Testament "which was so 
largely figurative and symbolic in its character, which dealt in outlines 
and shadows." The history of Hebrew as a living tongue gives Dr. 
Green an opportunity to show, not merely how the language varied 
in different periods, and how it was affected by different styles of 

"October, 1899, pp. 764-7. 
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composition, but also that the priestly document P, which the Graf- 
Wellhausen school claims to be of exilic origin or later, cannot post- 
date the other pentateuchal documents J, E, and D, which, by universal 
consent, are placed before the exile. The author opposes strenuously 
the common critical tendency to subject obscure passages to hypo- 
thetical emendations, and contends that the current Massoretic text 
presents the Old Testament Scriptures in a form so free from cor- 
ruptions that changes are to be tolerated only in case of rare and 
palpable errors. The refusal of the Massorites to correct such errors 
is a proof of the fidelity with which the text has been transmitted. 
In comparison with the Massoretic text, that of the Septuagint 
has little critical value, and that of the Samaritan Pentateuch none 
at all. 

Such, in brief, are the main positions of the book. That those 
who hold extremely conservative views concerning the text will wel- 
come it as an able and convincing contribution to their side of the con- 
troversy is as certain as that those who hold opposite views will not 
be convinced by it. And naturally so, since it offers no new material 
for the solution of the problems under discussion, but contents itself 
with reaffirming what has already been said scores of times. To treat 
these positions disdainfully because they are traditional is absurd, but 
no more absurd than to reject all critical results because some of them 
conflict with older opinions. 

Is it less reprehensible for a theologian to interpret facts in con- 
formity with dogmatic postulates than for a critic to interpret them 
in conformity with philosophical prepossessions? When, for example, 
one biblical writer quotes another with verbal variations, is it worse 
for the critic, in conformity with literary analogies elsewhere, to 
suggest that these variations may be due to misquotation or tran- 
scriptional errors, than for Dr. Green to shut us up to the conclu- 
sion that "one inspired writer, in adopting the language of another, 
did not feel bound to repeat it verbatim, but, in the confidence of his 
equal inspiration, modified the form at pleasure to suit his immediate 
purpose" (p. 175)? It is conceivable that a modern theologian has 
no such personal experience of the psychology of inspiration as to 
pronounce oracularly on what an ancient prophet would or would 
not do. 

One is justified in using the concessions and arguments of oppo- 
nents in fortifying one's own positions ; but not in such way as to 
convey the impression that these opponents are contending for the 
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same position, when they are not. Dr. Green, of course, holds that 
the pentateuchal document P is of Mosaic origin. Some modern 
critics have argued, however, that it betrays its late (that is, exilic or 
post-exilic) date by the presence of words of Aramaic form and mean- 
ing. When, now, Dr. Driver is quoted as demolishing this particular 
evidence, it does not follow that he also favors the Mosaic date. Yet, 
again and again, the reader is allowed to get this impression, until 
one who knows Dr. Driver's position is almost forced to ask : " What 
is this that is come unto the son of Kish ? Is Saul also among the 
prophets?" 

Here and there discussions are introduced that seem foreign to 
the purpose of the book. Such is the long quotation, pp. 47-54, 
wherein Dr. Driver shows that the late date of P cannot be proved 
from the preponderance in that document of h 2X over ""MSS- This 
is really a problem in historical, and not in textual, criticism. On 
the other hand, it is surprising, in a book of this character, to find 
no reference to the remarkable differences between the Massoretic and 
Septuagint texts in their respective accounts of the introduction of 
David to the court of Saul. Speaking of the Septuagint, one may 
venture the opinion that few modern scholars can be found who, for 
critical purposes, place so low a value on this version and on the 
Samaritan Pentateuch as Dr. Green does, especially when the two 
happen to agree against the Massoretic text, which, as everyone knows, 
has attained its present fixedness by the rigorous suppression of variant 
manuscripts. 

The fanciful derivation of "sincere" from sine -\- cera, "honey with- 
out wax," is given by Dr. Green, though this derivation is regarded as 
untenable by modern etymologists. A little more careful proof- 
reading would have noted the frequent omission of the point that 
distinguishes UJ from ffl, as well as many broken or omitted vowel- 
points. 

Philip A. Nordell. 
Boston, Mass. 

Das Buch Koheleth und die Interpolationshypothese Sieg- 
frieds. Eine exegetische Studie. Von Professor Laue, 
Lie. theol. Wittenberg: P. Wunschmann's Verlag, 1900. 
Pp. 28. M. 0.60. 

The book of Ecclesiastes is unique in its difficulties among the 
books of the Old Testament. Kleinert, Delitzsch, Volck, and other 



